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fear itself”

...Franklin D. Roosevelt

Our PISA
results are not

that bad!




PISA Reading

Combined reading literacy scale
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SOURCE: Fleischman et al. (2010). Highlights From PISA 2009:
Performance of U.S. 15-Year-Old Students in Reading,
Mathematics, and Science Literacy in an International Context
(NCES 2011-004) .
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SOURCE: Fleischman et al. (2010). Highlights From PISA 2009:
Performance of U.S. 15-Year-Old Students in Reading,
Mathematics, and Science Literacy in an International Context
(NCES 2011-00. 4) .
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SOURCE: Fleischman et al. (2010). Highlights From PISA 2009:
Performance of U.S. 15-Year-Old Students in Reading,
Mathematics, and Science Literacy in an International Context
(NCES 2011-004) .



Mathematics literacy scale

PISA 2009 Mathematics Litera
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SOURCE: Fleischman et al. (2010). Highlights From PISA 2009:
Performance of U.S. 15-Year-Old Students in Reading,
Mathematics, and Science Literacy in an International Context
(NCES 2011-004) .
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*p < .05. U.S. average is significantly different from the OECD average
2003 2006 2008 at the .05 level of statistical significance.
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SOURCE: Fleischman et al. (2010). Highlights From PISA 2009:
Performance of U.S. 15-Year-Old Students in Reading,
Mathematics, and Science Literacy in an International Context
(NCES 2011-004) .



nited States of America in

everything but education

Education is a State right and each State guards
that right by providing a system of education
and making curricular and instructional

decisions.
EDUCATION
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Disparity between NAEP and
State test results

Exhibit 1

Florida, 2005, 4th grade reading scores
(as a percent of students)

Performance Level NAEP FCAT'

Proficient and above 30% 71%

Basic and above 65%
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COMMON CORE
STATE STANDARDS INITIATIVE




We need common
assessments

SMARTER

Balanced Assessment Consortium

PARCC

Partnership for Assessment of
Readiness for College and Careers




We need international
benchmarks

THE ROLE OF
BENCHMARKINGIIN

GLOBAL EDUCATION



~— International benchmarks

To assess our students’ performance relative to other
students in the world.

To learn from what other countries do to outperform
us In certain areas.

To establish baselines that will allow us to gauge
progress.

To maintain our competitive edge.

GLWBAL
EDUCATION
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Participate in PISA



Any questions?

v

Dan Domenech
Executive Director
American Association of School
Administrators
1615 Duke St.

Alexandria, VA 22314
(703) 875- 0722



mailto:ddomenech@aasa.org

